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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
PERLMUTTER) that the House suspend 
the rules and pass the bill, H.R. 1602. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. BISHOP of North Carolina. Mr. 
Speaker, on that I demand the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are 
postponed. 

f 

CONDEMNING CONTINUED VIOLA-
TION OF RIGHTS AND FREEDOMS 
OF PEOPLE OF HONG KONG BY 
PEOPLE’S REPUBLIC OF CHINA 
AND GOVERNMENT OF HONG 
KONG SPECIAL ADMINISTRATIVE 
REGION 
Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I move to 

suspend the rules and agree to the reso-
lution (H. Res. 130) condemning the 
continued violation of rights and free-
doms of the people of Hong Kong by the 
People’s Republic of China and the 
Government of the Hong Kong special 
administrative region. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 130 

Whereas despite international condemna-
tion, the Government of the People’s Repub-
lic of China (‘‘PRC’’) continues to disregard 
its international legal obligations under the 
Joint Declaration of the Government of the 
United Kingdom of Great Britain and North-
ern Ireland and the Government of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China on the Question of 
Hong Kong (‘‘Joint Declaration’’), in which 
the PRC committed that— 

(1) Hong Kong would enjoy a high degree of 
autonomy; 

(2) for at least 50 years the ‘‘social and eco-
nomic systems in Hong Kong’’ would remain 
unchanged; and 

(3) the personal rights and freedoms of the 
people of Hong Kong would be protected by 
law; 

Whereas, as part of its continued efforts to 
undermine the established rights of the Hong 
Kong people, the PRC National People’s Con-
gress Standing Committee (‘‘Standing Com-
mittee’’) passed and imposed upon Hong 
Kong oppressive and intentionally vague na-
tional security legislation on June 30, 2020, 
that grants Beijing sweeping powers to pun-
ish acts of ‘‘separating the country, sub-
verting state power, and organizing terror-
istic activities’’; 

Whereas the legislative process by which 
the Standing Committee imposed the na-
tional security law on Hong Kong bypassed 
Hong Kong’s local government in a potential 
violation of the Basic Law of the Hong Kong 
Special Administrative Region of the Peo-
ple’s Republic of China (‘‘Basic Law’’), and 
involved unusual secrecy, as demonstrated 
by the fact that the legislation was only the 
second law since 2008 that the Standing Com-
mittee has passed without releasing a draft 
for public comment; 

Whereas, on July 30, 2020, election officials 
of the Hong Kong Special Administrative Re-

gion (HKSAR) disqualified twelve pro-democ-
racy candidates from participating in the 
September 6 Legislative Council elections, 
which were subsequently postponed for a 
year until September 5, 2021, by citing the 
public health risk of holding elections during 
the COVID–19 pandemic; 

Whereas, on July 31, 2020, in an attempt to 
assert extraterritorial jurisdiction, the 
HKSAR Government announced indictments 
of and arrest warrants for six Hong Kong ac-
tivists living overseas, including United 
States citizen Samuel Chu, for alleged viola-
tions of the national security law; 

Whereas, on November 11, 2020, the HKSAR 
Government removed four lawmakers from 
office for allegedly violating the law after 
the Standing Committee passed additional 
legislation barring those who promoted or 
supported Hong Kong independence and re-
fused to acknowledge PRC sovereignty over 
Hong Kong, or otherwise violates the na-
tional security law, from running for or serv-
ing in the Legislative Council; 

Whereas, on December 2, 2020, pro-democ-
racy activists Joshua Wong, Agnes Chow, 
and Ivan Lam were sentenced to prison for 
participating in 2019 protests; 

Whereas ten of the twelve Hong Kong resi-
dents (also known as ‘‘the Hong Kong 12’’) 
who sought to flee by boat from Hong Kong 
to Taiwan on August 23, 2020, were taken to 
mainland China and sentenced on December 
30, 2020, to prison terms ranging from seven 
months to three years for illegal border 
crossing; 

Whereas, on December 31, 2020, Hong 
Kong’s highest court revoked bail for Jimmy 
Lai Chee-Ying, a pro-democracy figure and 
publisher, who was charged on December 12 
with colluding with foreign forces and endan-
gering national security under the national 
security legislation; 

Whereas, on January 4, 2021, the Depart-
ments of Justice in Henan and Sichuan prov-
ince threatened to revoke the licenses of two 
lawyers hired to help the Hong Kong 12; and 

Whereas, on January 5, 2021, the Hong 
Kong Police Force arrested more than fifty 
opposition figures, including pro-democracy 
officials, activists, and an American lawyer, 
for their involvement in an informal July 
2020 primary to select candidates for the gen-
eral election originally scheduled for Sep-
tember 2020, despite other political parties 
having held similar primaries without ret-
ribution: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives— 

(1) condemns the actions taken by the Gov-
ernment of the People’s Republic of China 
(‘‘PRC’’) and the Government of the Hong 
Kong Special Administrative Region 
(‘‘HKSAR’’), including the adoption and im-
plementation of national security legislation 
for Hong Kong through irregular procedures, 
that violate the rights and freedoms of the 
people of Hong Kong that are guaranteed by 
the Joint Declaration and its implementing 
document, the Basic Law; 

(2) reaffirms its support for the people of 
Hong Kong, who face grave threats to their 
rights and freedoms; 

(3) calls on the governments of the PRC 
and HKSAR to— 

(A) respect and uphold— 
(i) commitments made to the international 

community and the people of Hong Kong 
under the Joint Declaration; and 

(ii) the judicial independence of the Hong 
Kong legal system; and 

(B) release pro-democracy activists and 
politicians arrested under the national secu-
rity law; and 

(4) encourages the President, the Secretary 
of State, and the Secretary of the Treasury 
to coordinate with allies and partners and 

continue United States efforts to respond to 
developments in Hong Kong, including by— 

(A) providing protection for Hong Kong 
residents who fear persecution; 

(B) supporting those who may seek to file 
a case before the International Court of Jus-
tice to hold the Government of the PRC ac-
countable for violating its binding legal 
commitments under the Joint Declaration; 

(C) encouraging allies and partner coun-
tries to instruct, as appropriate, their re-
spective representatives to the United Na-
tions to use their voice, vote, and influence 
to press for the appointment of a United Na-
tions special mandate holder to monitor and 
report on human rights developments in 
Hong Kong; 

(D) ensuring the private sector, particu-
larly United States companies with eco-
nomic interests in Hong Kong, is aware of 
risks the national security legislation poses 
to the security of United States citizens and 
to the medium and long-term interest of 
United States businesses in Hong Kong; 

(E) continuing to implement sanctions au-
thorities, especially authorities recently en-
acted to address actions undermining the 
rights and freedoms of the Hong Kong people 
such as the Hong Kong Autonomy Act (Pub-
lic Law 116–149) and the Hong Kong Human 
Rights and Democracy Act of 2019 (Public 
Law 116–76), with respect to officials of the 
Chinese Communist Party, the Government 
of the PRC, or the Government of the 
HKSAR who are responsible for undermining 
such rights and freedoms; and 

(F) coordinating with allies and partners 
to ensure that such implementation of sanc-
tions is multilateral. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. MEEKS) and the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. MCCAUL) each 
will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days in which to re-
vise and extend their remarks and in-
clude extraneous material on H. Res. 
130. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise today in support 

of H. Res. 130, Condemning Continued 
Violation of Rights and Freedoms of 
the People of Hong Kong by People’s 
Republic of China and Government of 
Hong Kong Special Administrative Re-
gion. 

I have introduced this resolution to 
demonstrate this body’s already 
strong, bipartisan support for the peo-
ple of Hong Kong. 

The situation in Hong Kong has been 
alarming for several years now. We 
have witnessed the degradation of civil 
liberties and human rights as the PRC 
continues to disregard its international 
legal obligations under the 1984 Sino- 
British Joint Declaration. 

For months, in 2019, the people of 
Hong Kong peacefully took to the 
streets in historic numbers to preserve 
their democracy and demand their 
rights and freedoms. Unfortunately, 
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these peaceful protesters were met 
with excessive force by the police and 
the further imposition of restrictions 
on expression and assembly. Thousands 
have been beaten, injured, and illegally 
detained in violation of due process. 

Rather than listen to the demands of 
the majority of Hong Kongers, the Chi-
nese Government blatantly bypassed 
Hong Kong’s local government and im-
posed a sweeping national security law 
on Hong Kong and its people with very 
little accountability or transparency. 
The vague, overly broad measures this 
security law put in place are little 
more than a thinly veiled attempt to 
erode Hong Kong’s autonomy and re-
strict the space for peaceful expression. 
It steals from the people of Hong Kong 
the ability to exercise the freedoms of 
speech and association and creates an 
environment of fear around the expres-
sion of any political sentiment. 

It is no surprise that since the pas-
sage of this law, political censorship 
has spiked significantly and Hong Kong 
officials have become increasingly bra-
zen in undermining democratic norms, 
such as disqualifying pro-democracy 
candidates from participating in the 
legislative council elections and re-
moving democratically elected law-
makers from office. 

Hong Kong authorities have also used 
the national security law to target and 
silence pro-democracy activists at 
home and abroad. They have even 
issued arrest warrants for activists liv-
ing overseas, including a U.S. citizen, 
for alleged violations of national secu-
rity law. 

Hundreds of pro-democracy figures 
and activists have been arrested or sen-
tenced to prison, including Joshua 
Wong, Agnes Chow, Ivan Lam, the 
‘‘Hong Kong 12,’’ and Jimmy Lai Chee- 
Ying, while others await a further 
crackdown. But the resolve of the peo-
ple of Hong Kong has not wavered, and 
neither will the resolve of the people of 
the United States, our allies, and this 
body. 

Mr. Speaker, see, democracy is the 
cornerstone of the work we do in the 
people’s House. We must support the 
people of Hong Kong as they fight for 
the rights and freedoms promised to 
them under the Basic Law. With the 
passage of this resolution, the House 
reaffirms its continued support for the 
people of Hong Kong. 

We stand by activists who continue 
to come forward in their cause for de-
mocracy and human rights at great 
risk to themselves, their families, and 
their future. But by passing this reso-
lution, the House sends a strong, bipar-
tisan message demanding that the Chi-
nese and Hong Kong Governments re-
spect the will of the people of Hong 
Kong. 

We will continue to push for democ-
racy and respect for human rights in 
Hong Kong. We will continue to dem-
onstrate that we stand in solidarity 
with the pro-democracy figures and ac-
tivists who have made tremendous sac-
rifices for their city and for their core 
human rights. 

This is an important resolution, and 
I support it and I urge my colleagues to 
do the same. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 1 
minute to the gentlewoman from Cali-
fornia (Ms. PELOSI), the very distin-
guished Speaker of the House of Rep-
resentatives. 

b 1730 

Ms. PELOSI. Mr. Speaker, I thank 
the gentleman for yielding and for his 
very moving and profound statement 
on democracy and democratic freedoms 
in Hong Kong. I thank the chairman 
for his leadership for bringing this im-
portant legislation to the floor. I thank 
the ranking member, Mr. MCCAUL, for 
his leadership, as well, on an ongoing 
basis on this important issue and for 
his courtesy for yielding back. 

It is always an honor to be with 
CHRIS SMITH, we have been working on 
these issues together for 30 years—a 
very long time—to demonstrate the bi-
partisan nature of the support that we 
have for democratic freedoms in Hong 
Kong, in the House, and in the Senate, 
bicameral and bipartisan. 

Mr. Speaker, Friday was a sad day 
and a disturbing day for the people of 
Hong Kong and for all freedom-loving 
people as sentences were handed down 
to Martin Lee, a global champion of 
human rights, and to other pro-democ-
racy leaders for engaging in peaceful 
protests. 

This afternoon, 3 days after that dis-
tressing development, I had the privi-
lege to speak with activists from the 
Hong Kong Democracy Council. It was 
an inspiration to hear how they and 
the people of Hong Kong are responding 
to China’s crackdown with great cour-
age; how the dream of real autonomy 
cannot be extinguished by injustice or 
intimidation. 

In our conversation earlier today— 
and in all my communications with 
Hong Kongers—they asked that the 
United States Congress continue to 
speak out to support their aspirations 
for the freedoms that they were prom-
ised. We were there when they prom-
ised them. 

Today, with this resolution, Congress 
is honoring that call. I thank Chair-
man MEEKS, Ranking Member MCCAUL, 
again, Representatives BERA and 
MALINOWSKI, and the distinguished 
chair of the China Executive Commis-
sion, Mr. MCGOVERN, for their work on 
this important legislation. 

H. Res. 130 condemns the continued 
violation of rights and freedoms of the 
people of Hong Kong by the People’s 
Republic of China and the Government 
of the Hong Kong Special Administra-
tive Region. 

It states that Communist China con-
tinues to ‘‘disregard its international 
legal obligations under the joint dec-
laration’’ which mandates, among 
other pledges, that ‘‘Hong Kong would 

enjoy a high degree of autonomy’’ and 
‘‘the personal rights and freedoms of 
the people of Hong Kong would be pro-
tected by law.’’ 

This resolution today makes clear 
that China has trampled on its prom-
ises, including its draconian so-called 
national security law used to target 
and round up peaceful protesters under 
the guise of terrorism; disqualification 
of pro-democracy candidates from par-
ticipating in the September 6 legisla-
tive council elections; the indictments 
and arrests for six Hong Kong activists 
living overseas—as the distinguished 
chairman pointed out, including here 
in the United States—and the arrests 
and sentencing of dozens of pro-democ-
racy activists, including, as was men-
tioned, Joshua Wong, Agnes Chow, and 
Ivan Lam—and opposition leaders, the 
Hong Kong 12, of this past December 
and January. Again, I mention Martin 
Lee. 

The United States Congress has al-
ways supported Hong Kong on a bipar-
tisan and bicameral basis, and we re-
main laser-focused on efforts to sup-
port Hong Kong’s efforts to maintain 
and grow the rule of law and freedom of 
speech in their home, and we are deter-
mined to hold China accountable. 

Our response must include further 
strengthening our work with inter-
national coalitions—this has to be mul-
tilateral—passing legislation in addi-
tion to this resolution, to support Hong 
Kong, building on the passage of the 
Hong Kong Human Rights and Democ-
racy Act in 2019. 

Our legislative response must also 
address the plight of the Uighurs and 
Tibetans and the violation of their 
rights in China; and we must continue 
to use our platform to speak out about 
Beijing’s crackdown on the global 
stage and ensure that the voices that 
the Chinese Government are trying to 
silence are heard. 

In response, our focus must be on 
human rights. As I always say, if we do 
not speak out for human rights in 
China because of commercial interests, 
then we lose all moral authority to 
speak out on human rights anywhere in 
the world. 

That is what I have been stating and 
fighting for—as we have together— 
since 1991 when I went to Tiananmen 
Square and unfurled a black-and-white 
banner reading: To those who died for 
democracy. 

Ever since, many of us have fought to 
ensure that human rights and trade are 
firmly linked, from sponsoring the 
U.S.-China Act in 1993 and in 1994 urg-
ing Congress to deny China most-fa-
vored nation status to goods made by 
the PLA in the prisons. 

Mr. SMITH and Mr. Frank Wolf went 
there and saw the evidence of prison 
labor goods being sent to the U.S. and 
corporate America just ignoring the 
whole thing. 

Then in 2000 we fought efforts to give 
China a blank check when it failed to 
comply with its market commitment 
under the WTO, and they still continue 
to do that. 
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We cannot allow economic interests 

to blind us to moral injustices com-
mitted by China. 

On Friday in a speech to court, the 
storied Hong Kong attorney, Margaret 
Ng, quoted Sir Thomas More, the pa-
tron saint of the legal profession, who 
was tried for treason because he would 
not bend the law to the king’s will. 
Margaret Ng ended her statement by 
paraphrasing his final, famous words: 

I stand the law’s good servant, but the peo-
ple’s first. For the law must serve the people, 
not the people the law. 

With that, I support an overwhelm-
ingly bipartisan vote for this resolu-
tion and for the Congress’ continued bi-
partisan and bicameral work to sup-
port the people of Hong Kong in the 
face of Beijing’s exploitation of and as-
sault on the law. It is a very important 
piece of legislation, and I am so glad it 
is going to have bipartisan support. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge an ‘‘aye’’ vote, 
and I thank the chair and the ranking 
member of the committee for their 
leadership. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

First of all, let me thank the Speaker 
for coming down on the floor to give 
her personal remarks. I know she has a 
busy schedule, but this really honors 
and shows her commitment to human 
rights in Hong Kong and all around the 
world. 

Mr. Speaker, I was proud to join the 
chairman in leading this measure to 
condemn the egregious violations of 
Hong Kong’s freedoms. The Chinese 
Communist Party’s relentless oppres-
sion of the people of Hong Kong is not 
a Republican or Democratic issue. We 
are united as Americans in standing 
with Hong Kongers. 

Hong Kong’s pro-democracy move-
ment has inspired people around the 
world to fight for liberty over tyranny. 
But in June of last year, the Chinese 
Communist Party used its sham legis-
lature to enforce a dystopian national 
security law on Hong Kong. This law 
criminalizes basic civil liberties, it vio-
lated China’s treaty commitments, it 
destroyed the ‘‘one country, two sys-
tems’’ model of autonomy, and it in-
serted the CCP’s police state into Hong 
Kong to crush dissent. 

Since it passed, the CCP has purged 
pro-democracy lawmakers from the 
government while arresting the CCP’s 
political enemies. 

Unfortunately, the CCP’s human 
rights abuses in Hong Kong are far 
from over. Chairman MEEKS’ resolution 
continues our bipartisan work to call 
out the CCP’s abuses and to stand with 
the people of Hong Kong, and I urge my 
colleagues’ support for this measure. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 minutes to the 
gentleman from New Jersey (Mr. 
SMITH), who is the ranking member of 
the Foreign Affairs Subcommittee on 
Africa, Global Health, Global Human 
Rights, and International Organiza-
tions and has been a champion for 
human rights more than most people 
have been in this Congress maybe com-
bined. 

Mr. SMITH of New Jersey. Mr. 
Speaker, I thank my good friend, the 
ranking member, for his kind remarks. 
I thank him for his leadership on this 
resolution, as well. I thank Chairman 
MEEKS for his leadership on this. It is a 
bipartisan resolution, and it is very 
much needed right now. H. Res. 130 
condemns the ongoing violation of 
human rights and the rule of law in 
Hong Kong perpetrated by the Chinese 
Communist Party under Xi Jinping and 
the Government of Hong Kong itself. 

As the author of the House-passed, 
bipartisan Hong Kong Human Rights 
Act signed into law last Congress, 
which I first introduced in 2014 and 
again in 2015, 2017, and then for a final 
time in 2019, I want to just thank 
Speaker PELOSI for putting that legis-
lation before this body and for her 
strong support. 

The Speaker mentioned a moment 
ago how we have worked for well over 
30 years on combating human rights 
abuses in China whether it be Tibet, 
the ongoing repression and now geno-
cide against the Uighurs, and the 
crackdown on religious freedom which 
has now become nothing but pervasive 
persecution against people of all faiths 
as well as the Falun Gong. We have 
worked very, very closely together, and 
I believe going back to right after 
Tiananmen Square, that linkage of 
human rights with trade was the only 
way to effectuate systemic change. Re-
grettably, we have lost so far that link-
age. But, again, now we are seeing 
manifestations, particularly in Hong 
Kong. 

Could Taiwan be next? Consider all of 
the promises that were made—and 
there were solemn promises made by 
the dictatorship in Beijing—to respect 
human rights in Hong Kong. The basic 
law is now being violated with impu-
nity. 

Of course, there is the Sino-U.K. 
agreement that is being violated. This 
is an international treaty, and there is 
the Chinese dictatorship one by one ar-
resting the best, the bravest, and the 
brightest of Hong Kong and putting 
them into prison for long prison sen-
tences. 

As the Speaker noted a moment ago, 
we just saw that Joshua Wong got an 
additional jail sentence on his already 
131⁄2-month jail sentence. We know that 
he is a great young man, and he rep-
resents the future of Hong Kong. He 
now is languishing in prison. 

I met Martin Lee in Hong Kong in 
the early 1990s, and he suggested to me 
that someday he may find himself in 
prison. He said that it is worth it for 
human rights and for democracy. He is 
an absolutely brave and an absolutely 
principled lawyer, a former member of 
the Hong Kong Legislative Council. He 
too has been convicted under this 
crackdown on democracy promotion in 
Hong Kong. 

So there are also many, many others. 
Jimmy Lai was one of five who were 
just sentenced last Friday. So this is 
happening in real time every single 

day. Once you are arrested and put into 
prison, the bully boys of the Hong Kong 
police make sure that you suffer, and 
you suffer intensely. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I want to thank, 
again, Chairman MEEKS for bringing 
this forward and, of course, my good 
friend, Mr. MCCAUL. 

Mr. MEEKS. I continue to reserve 
the balance of my time, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I yield 2 
minutes to the gentleman from Michi-
gan (Mr. MEIJER), who is a member of 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. MEIJER. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today in support of H. Res. 130, a reso-
lution condemning the violations of 
the basic rights and freedoms of the 
people of Hong Kong. As part of the 
1984 Sino-British Joint Declaration on 
Hong Kong, the People’s Republic of 
China made a series of commitments: 
that Hong Kong would retain a high de-
gree of autonomy; that its social and 
economic systems would remain un-
changed until at least 2047; and that 
the personal rights and liberties of the 
people of Hong Kong would be pro-
tected by the law. 

Yet we continue to see the PRC in-
fringe on Hong Kong’s sovereignty and 
its people’s freedoms. It has been made 
abundantly clear that the People’s Re-
public of China has no intention of 
keeping its promises. 

Most recently, the PRC forced 
through the draconian but mundane- 
sounding Law of the People’s Republic 
of China on Safeguarding National Se-
curity in the Hong Kong Special Ad-
ministrative Region. This law casts an 
authoritarian net over Hong Kong and 
has empowered a crackdown on vague-
ly worded political crimes like subver-
sion and collusion with foreign powers. 
From day one, that law has been 
abused, with the people of Hong Kong 
arrested for such crimes as wearing 
stickers or T-shirts with disagreeable 
slogans. 

The rapid erosion of Hong Kongers’ 
rights and freedoms is absolutely unac-
ceptable, and it is past time that the 
PRC and its puppet government that it 
installed in Hong Kong be condemned 
in the strongest possible terms. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask my colleagues to 
join me in supporting this resolution to 
send a clear message that we in the 
United States will not stand by as the 
rights and freedoms of the people of 
Hong Kong are stripped away. 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I have no 
further speakers if the gentleman from 
Texas is ready to close. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am pre-
pared to close, and I yield myself the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. Speaker, sadly, we no longer see 
American flags waving over thousands 
of peaceful protesters in the streets of 
Hong Kong. Displaying our symbol of 
liberty has become a criminal act pun-
ishable by life in prison. But even 
though the freedom-loving people of 
Hong Kong can no longer publicly ask 
for our support, we still hear these 
pleas. Congress hears them, the Amer-
ican people hear them, and it is now 
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more important than ever that we con-
tinue to stand with the people of Hong 
Kong. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chair-
man MEEKS for bringing this resolution 
which I was proud to join as a lead co-
sponsor, and I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

b 1745 

Mr. MEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, first, let me thank the 
ranking member for making sure we 
make a unified, strong, bipartisan 
statement, and all of my colleagues on 
the Foreign Affairs Committee on both 
sides of the aisle because H. Res. 130 
sends a strong and unequivocal mes-
sage: The United States stands firmly 
in support of the people of Hong Kong 
and the rights, freedoms, and auton-
omy they are promised in the joint dec-
laration and basic law. 

This resolution signals that the 
House’s support of the people of Hong 
Kong and their struggle for democracy 
shall not waiver and shall remain firm 
and resolute. 

Mr. Speaker, I hope that all of my 
colleagues will join Ranking Member 
MCCAUL and myself in supporting this 
resolution, and I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
MEEKS) that the House suspend the 
rules and agree to the resolution, H. 
Res. 130. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. GOOD of Virginia. Mr. Speaker, 
on that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to section 3(s) of House Resolution 
8, the yeas and nays are ordered. 

Pursuant to clause 8 of rule XX, fur-
ther proceedings on this motion are 
postponed. 

f 

CYBER DIPLOMACY ACT OF 2021 

Mr. MEEKS. Madam Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 1251) to support United States 
international cyber diplomacy, and for 
other purposes, as amended. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 1251 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘Cyber Diplomacy Act of 2021’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Findings. 
Sec. 3. Definitions. 
Sec. 4. United states international cyber-

space policy. 
Sec. 5. Department of state responsibilities. 
Sec. 6. International cyberspace executive 

arrangements. 

Sec. 7. International strategy for cyber-
space. 

Sec. 8. Annual country reports on human 
rights practices. 

Sec. 9. Gao report on cyber diplomacy. 
Sec. 10. Sense of congress on cybersecurity 

sanctions against north korea 
and cybersecurity legislation in 
vietnam. 

SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 
Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) The stated goal of the United States 

International Strategy for Cyberspace, 
launched on May 16, 2011, is to ‘‘work inter-
nationally to promote an open, interoper-
able, secure, and reliable information and 
communications infrastructure that sup-
ports international trade and commerce, 
strengthens international security, and fos-
ters free expression and innovation . . . in 
which norms of responsible behavior guide 
states’ actions, sustain partnerships, and 
support the rule of law in cyberspace’’. 

(2) In its June 24, 2013, report, the Group of 
Governmental Experts on Developments in 
the Field of Information and Telecommuni-
cations in the Context of International Secu-
rity (referred to in this section as ‘‘GGE’’), 
established by the United Nations General 
Assembly, concluded that ‘‘State sov-
ereignty and the international norms and 
principles that flow from it apply to States’ 
conduct of [information and communications 
technology] ICT-related activities and to 
their jurisdiction over ICT infrastructure 
with their territory’’. 

(3) In January 2015, China, Kazakhstan, 
Kyrgyzstan, Russia, Tajikistan, and Uzbek-
istan proposed a troubling international code 
of conduct for information security, which 
could be used as a pretext for restricting po-
litical dissent, and includes ‘‘curbing the dis-
semination of information that incites ter-
rorism, separatism or extremism or that in-
flames hatred on ethnic, racial or religious 
grounds’’. 

(4) In its July 22, 2015, consensus report, 
GGE found that ‘‘norms of responsible State 
behavior can reduce risks to international 
peace, security and stability’’. 

(5) On September 25, 2015, the United 
States and China announced a commitment 
that neither country’s government ‘‘will 
conduct or knowingly support cyber-enabled 
theft of intellectual property, including 
trade secrets or other confidential business 
information, with the intent of providing 
competitive advantages to companies or 
commercial sectors’’. 

(6) At the Antalya Summit on November 15 
and 16, 2015, the Group of 20 Leaders’ 
communiqué— 

(A) affirmed the applicability of inter-
national law to state behavior in cyberspace; 

(B) called on states to refrain from cyber- 
enabled theft of intellectual property for 
commercial gain; and 

(C) endorsed the view that all states should 
abide by norms of responsible behavior. 

(7) The March 2016 Department of State 
International Cyberspace Policy Strategy 
noted that ‘‘the Department of State antici-
pates a continued increase and expansion of 
our cyber-focused diplomatic efforts for the 
foreseeable future’’. 

(8) On December 1, 2016, the Commission on 
Enhancing National Cybersecurity, which 
was established within the Department of 
Commerce by Executive Order 13718 (81 Fed. 
Reg. 7441), recommended that ‘‘the President 
should appoint an Ambassador for Cyberse-
curity to lead U.S. engagement with the 
international community on cybersecurity 
strategies, standards, and practices’’. 

(9) On April 11, 2017, the 2017 Group of 7 
Declaration on Responsible States Behavior 
in Cyberspace— 

(A) recognized ‘‘the urgent necessity of in-
creased international cooperation to pro-
mote security and stability in cyberspace’’; 

(B) expressed commitment to ‘‘promoting 
a strategic framework for conflict preven-
tion, cooperation and stability in cyber-
space, consisting of the recognition of the 
applicability of existing international law to 
State behavior in cyberspace, the promotion 
of voluntary, non-binding norms of respon-
sible State behavior during peacetime, and 
the development and the implementation of 
practical cyber confidence building measures 
(CBMs) between States’’; and 

(C) reaffirmed that ‘‘the same rights that 
people have offline must also be protected 
online’’. 

(10) In testimony before the Select Com-
mittee on Intelligence of the Senate on May 
11, 2017, Director of National Intelligence 
Daniel R. Coats identified six cyber threat 
actors, including— 

(A) Russia, for ‘‘efforts to influence the 
2016 U.S. election’’; 

(B) China, for ‘‘actively targeting the U.S. 
Government, its allies, and U.S. companies 
for cyber espionage’’; 

(C) Iran, for ‘‘leverag[ing] cyber espionage, 
propaganda, and attacks to support its secu-
rity priorities, influence events and foreign 
perceptions, and counter threats’’; 

(D) North Korea, for ‘‘previously 
conduct[ing] cyber-attacks against U.S. 
commercial entities—specifically, Sony Pic-
tures Entertainment in 2014’’; 

(E) terrorists, who ‘‘use the Internet to or-
ganize, recruit, spread propaganda, raise 
funds, collect intelligence, inspire action by 
followers, and coordinate operations’’; and 

(F) criminals, who ‘‘are also developing 
and using sophisticated cyber tools for a va-
riety of purposes including theft, extortion, 
and facilitation of other criminal activi-
ties’’. 

(11) On May 11, 2017, President Donald J. 
Trump issued Executive Order 13800 (82 Fed. 
Reg. 22391), entitled ‘‘Strengthening the Cy-
bersecurity of Federal Networks and Infra-
structure’’, which— 

(A) designates the Secretary of State to 
lead an interagency effort to develop an en-
gagement strategy for international co-
operation in cybersecurity; and 

(B) notes that ‘‘the United States is espe-
cially dependent on a globally secure and re-
silient internet and must work with allies 
and other partners toward maintaining . . . 
the policy of the executive branch to pro-
mote an open, interoperable, reliable, and se-
cure internet that fosters efficiency, innova-
tion, communication, and economic pros-
perity, while respecting privacy and guard-
ing against disruption, fraud, and theft’’. 
SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) APPROPRIATE CONGRESSIONAL COMMIT-

TEES.—The term ‘‘appropriate congressional 
committees’’ means the Committee on For-
eign Relations of the Senate and the Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs of the House of 
Representatives. 

(2) INFORMATION AND COMMUNICATIONS TECH-
NOLOGY; ICT.—The terms ‘‘information and 
communications technology’’ and ‘‘ICT’’ in-
clude hardware, software, and other products 
or services primarily intended to fulfill or 
enable the function of information proc-
essing and communication by electronic 
means, including transmission and display, 
including via the Internet. 

(3) EXECUTIVE AGENCY.—The term ‘‘Execu-
tive agency’’ has the meaning given the term 
in section 105 of title 5, United States Code. 
SEC. 4. UNITED STATES INTERNATIONAL CYBER-

SPACE POLICY. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—It is the policy of the 

United States to work internationally to 
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